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REMARKS 

This is a full and timely response to the non-final Official Action mailed May 28, 
2004 (Paper No. 20040518). Reconsideration of the application in light of the above 
amendments and the following remarks is respectfully requested. 

Claims 28 and 31 have been amended herein. No claims are added or cancelled. 
Claims 21-56 are pending for further consideration. 

The recent Office Action allowed claims 33-40 and 47-52. The Action also indicated 
the presence of allowable subject matter in the claims 22, 24, 28-31, 42-44, 54 and 56. The 
other pending claims were held to be potentially allowable pending disposition of the double 
patent rejection of the recent Office Action. Applicant wishes to thank the Examiner for the 
allowance of claims 33-40 and 47-52 and the indication of further allowable subject matter in 
the other indicated claims. 

The recent Office Action also contains a statement of reasons for the allowance or 
potential allowability of claims 21-56. Applicant agrees with the Examiner's conclusions 
regarding patentability, without necessarily agreeing with or acquiescing in the Examiner's 
reasoning. In particular, Applicant believes that the application is allowable because the prior 
art fails to teach, anticipate or render obvious the invention as claimed, independent of how 
the claims are paraphrased. 

In the recent Office Action, claims 28 and 31 were rejected due to minor informalities. 
Both claims have been reviewed in light of the Examiner's comments and amended as 
necessary. These amendments do not, and are not intended to, narrow or alter the scope of 
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either claim. Following entry of this amendment, claims 28 and 31 are thought to be 
unobjectionable and notice to that effect is respectfully requested. 

Claims 21, 23, 25-27, 32, 41, 45, 46 and 53-55 were rejected in the recent Office 
Action under the judicially created doctrine of obviousness-type double patenting. The 
claims were rejected as being double patenting in view of one or more of three cited U.S. 
Patents, taken alone or in combination with a secondary reference. The three patents cited 
were U.S. Patent No. 6,659,667, U.S. Patent No. 6,364,553 and U.S. Patent No. 6,325,503. 

Consequently, the Applicant has filed herewith terminal disclaimers of this 
application with respect to U.S. Patent No. 6,659,667, U.S. Patent No. 6,364,553 and U.S. 
Patent No. 6,325,503. This should overcome the double patenting rejections of the recent 
Office Action and place the present application in condition for allowance. 
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For the foregoing reasons, the present application is thought to be clearly in condition 
for allowance. Accordingly, favorable reconsideration of the application in light of these 
remarks is courteously solicited. If the Examiner has any comments or suggestions which 
could place this application in even better form, the Examiner is requested to telephone the 
undersigned attorney at the number listed below. 



Steven L. Nichols, Esq. 
Managing Partner, Utah Office 
Rader Fishman & Grauer PLLC 
River Park Corporate Center One 
10653 S. River Front Parkway, Suite 150 
South Jordan, Utah 84095 

(801) 572-8066 
(801) 572-7666 (fax) 



Respectfully submitted, 



DATE: 26 August 2004 




Steven L. Nichols 
Registration No. 40,326 
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